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must indeed be apparent/' observes that judicious writer,

" to every intelligent reader who peruses Mr. Grote's
elaborate commentary on Fynes Clinton's views, that
there is a fallacy running through his argument; and
that, as tested by the ultra-sceptical law of critical demon-
stration which he lays down, the admission of the Olympic
register, as a genuine document, is as complete &petitio
pnncipii, as what he calls Mr. Clinton's unsupported con-
jecture, in favour of other Peloponnesian archives. .The
case of the former record, when divested of the arbitrary
title to exclusive infallibility set up for it by Mr. Grote,
reduces itself simply to this: that a certain Chronicle of
Elis, professing to embody the quadrennial notation of
the Olympic victors, from the year 776 B.C. downwards,
but unknown to, or not valued by Herodotus, Thucydides,
or any other earlier standard Greek historian, is first men-
tioned, or cited as valid chronology by the Greeks, about
the year 260 B.C., or upwards of 500 years after its
own assumed era. It is certainly not easy to see how,
according to Mr., Grote's rule of judgment in such cases,
this document could be worth more than the Spartan
royal genealogies, which Charon and Herodotus knew,
and quoted as an authority, and which Eratosthenes so
highly appreciated,"'

When the reader understands that the Royal Spartan
genealogies, to which Colonel Mure alludes, are the
productions of the family Senachies, bards of the identical
class of men, and the identical people with whose customs
ax*4 manners, from the most distant period, Colonel Tod
was so well acquainted, and which he has so ably described,
the value of such documentors compared with the bare
catalogue of Olympic victories or defeats, can be easily
ascertained. Let it be remembered that this order of
.men had a particular jaghire, or estate, set apart for their
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